Consent 3/10/2009 ltem # 4

SEMINOLE COUNTY GOVERNMENT
AGENDA MEMORANDUM

SUBJECT: Professional Services: PS-4053-08/RTB - Architectural and Engineering Services
for Seminole County Fire Stations

DEPARTMENT: Administrative Services DIVISION: Purchasing and Contracts
AUTHORIZED BY: Frank Raymond CONTACT: Robert Bradley EXT:
MOTION/RECOMMENDATION:

Approve ranking list and authorize staff to negotiate rates for PS-4053-08/RTB - Architectural
and Engineering Services for Seminole County Fire Stations with C.T. HSU and Associates
P.A., of Orlando, FL. (Estimated Usage Amount of $500,000.00 over the term of the
Agreement)

County-wide Ray Hooper

BACKGROUND:

PS-4053-08/RTB will provide architectural and engineering services for the design of Seminole
County fire stations. These services will include, but not be limited to, architectural, structural,
mechanical, electrical, systems, civil, fire protection, cost engineering, interior design, irrigation
and landscape design.

The project was publicly advertised and the County received nineteen (19) submittals (listed
below alphabetically), of which one (1) response was determined to be non-responsive.

o Architects Design Group, Inc.

o Bentley Architects & Engineers, Inc.
o Bergmann Associates, Inc.

o CPH Engineers, Inc.

e CSA Group (CSA Central, Inc.)

e C.T. HSU & Associates, P.A.

e Cuhaci & Peterson Architects, LLC
e DLR Group, Inc.

o Harlin Locklin & Associates, Inc.

o KBJ Architects, Inc.

¢ MLM-Martin Architects, Inc.

o Pavlik Design Team

¢ Reynolds Smith & Hills

o Rhodes & Brito Architects, Inc.



Rick Swisher Architect, Inc.
The Scott Partnership Architects
o Starmer Ranaldi Planning and Architecture, Inc.

o Steven Hutchins Architects
o Stottler Stagg & Associates, Inc.

The Evaluation Committee, which consisted of Frank Raymond, Administrative Services
Director; Scott Werley, Construction Manager; Ed Bayton, Fleet and Facilities Manager, all
from the Administrative Services Department, and Terry Winn, Assistant Fire Chief, Public
Safety, evaluated the submittals and agreed to short-list three (3) firms. The Evaluation
Committee interviewed these firms giving consideration to the following criteria:

o Select one (1) project listed within the original submittal for this project, and discuss
methods and examples on prototypical plans & Site accommodations; Representatives
are to provide samples or examples of documentation, of tools, techniques, processes
and procedures to provide the County with tangible evidence of their abilities.

o Present methods and examples of cost control.
o Present methods on meeting or exceeding the design schedule.

o Prove detailed opinion of the bubble diagram provided by the County and firm’s ability to
adapt the design to other sites.

The attached backup documentation includes the Bid Tabulation, the Presentation Summary &
Scoring Sheets, the Evaluation Summary Sheet and the Project Scope. The Evaluation
Committee recommends that the Board approve the ranking below and authorize staff to
negotiate rates with the top ranked firm in accordance with F.S. 287.055, the Consultants
Competitive Negotiation Act (CCNA)

e C.T. HSU & Associates, P.A
¢ Architects Design Group, Inc.
o Bentley Architects & Engineers, Inc.

Staff will return to present the final negotiated rates and the Award Agreement for approval
and execution by the Board. Authorization for the performance of services by the Consultant
under this Master Agreement shall be in the form of written Work Orders issued and executed
by the County, and signed by the Consultants. The work and dollar amount for each Work
Order shall be negotiated on as as-needed basis for the specific project, and funded within
approved budget amounts. Funds are identified in Fire Station 29 (Account #010577.560650,
CIP #0258001).

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends that the Board approve ranking list and authorize staff to negotiate rates for
PS-4053-08/RTB - Architectural and Engineering Services for Seminole County Fire Stations
with C.T. HSU and Associates P.A., of Orlando, FL. (Estimated Usage Amount of $500,000.00
over the term of the Agreement)




ATTACHMENTS:

1. PS-4053-08 RTB - Backup Documentation

Additionally Reviewed By:

2 County Attorney Review ( Ann Colby )
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Presentation Evaluation
SUBJECT: PS$S-4053-08/RTB — A & E Services for Seminole County Fire
Stations

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: C.T. Hsu

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: __ et i/ er lex,

f

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

e OQOutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in ali respects.
Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptabie

. 0 e @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria. '

Criteria: Select one (1) project listed within the original submittal for this project, and discuss
methods and examples on prototypical plans & Site accommodations; Representatives are to
provide samples or examples of documentation, of tools, techniques, processes and procedures
to provide The County with tangible evidence of their abilities. (30 pts)
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Score _3D  (0-30)".

Criteria: Present methods and examples of cost control (25 pts) : ‘
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Score _ 22 (0-25)

Criteria: Present methods on meeting or exceeding the design schedule. (15 pts)
Y pyeeldel
{5 o sy hina

Score 12 _(0-15)
Criteria: Give your detailed opinion of the bubble diagram provided by the County and your firm’s
ability to adapt the design to other sites. (15 pts)
P o tne fS - A ,ﬁ.‘ﬁiﬂ(m-ﬂ“{w
(Zalae do. N

Score __ /S _(0-15)

Criteria: Flaborate on your firm’s stance on the County’s desire to re-use the same design for
multiple stations. (15 pts) '

o wblitcy  wf S -vi@ e 3 2. ey P TR
£

Score __/< (0-15)

Ranking Total Score (0-100) __ 7%



) Presentation Evaluation
SUBJECT: PS-4053-08/RTB - A & E Services for Seminole County Fire
Stations

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Bentley Architects & Engineers

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: 5@'%"5&@(?%&

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:
s OQutstanding, out-of-the-box, innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria. '

Criteria: Select one (1) project listed within the original submittal for this project, and discuss
methods and examples on prototypical pians & Site accommodations; Representatives are to
provide samples or examples of documentation, of tools, techniques, processes and procedures
to provide The County with tangible evidence of their abilities. (30 pts)
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Score __ 23 (0-30)

Criteria: Present methods and examples of cost control (25 pts)
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Score 23 (0-25)

Criteria: Present methods on meeting or exceeding the design schedule. (15 pts)
290 /g 190
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Score _ 132 (0-15)
Criteria: Give your detalled opinion of the bubble diagram provided by the County and your firm's
ability to adapt the design to other sites. (15 pts)
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Score _/{_(0-15) .

Criteria: Elaborate on your firm's stance on the County’s desire to re-use the same design for
multiple stations. (15 pts)

G-aé'y-, Lerg % Fo¥e g‘ £ bestal il Slemg-

Score __/'{ (0-15)

Ranking Total Score (0-100) 7/



Presentation Evaluation
SUBJECT: PS-4053-08/RTB — A & E Services for Seminole County Fire

Stations
SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Architects Design Group
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: S ot fod wyr e,

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings

Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

¢ & 9 © @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Criteria: Select one (1) project listed within the original submittal for this project, and discuss
methods and examples on prototypical plans & Site accommodations; Representatives are o
provide samples or examples of documentation, of tools, techniques, processes and procedures
to provide The County with tangible evidence of their abilities. (30 pts)
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Score 2& (0-30)
Criteria: Present methods and examples of cost control (25 pts)
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Score _ 2{ _(0-25)

Criteria: Present methods on meeting or exceeding the design schedule. (15 pts)
B, A cprerfe ot il i
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Score __ss~ (0-15)

Criteria: Give your detailed opinion of the bubble diagram provided by the County and your firm's
ability to adapt the design to other sites. (15 pts)

Brste, ptd B, Gobtia £ g0

Score __f (0-15)

Criteria: Elaborate on your firm's stance on the County’s desire to re-use the same design for
multiple stations. (15 pts)

Vot wtum . D I?L.w_ fade 02 gl Lo S e A b
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Score _.3 (0-15)

Ranking Total Score (0-100) 72



Presentation Evaluation
SUBJECT: PS-4053-08/RTB — A & E Services for Seminole County Fire
Stations

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Bentley Archifects & Engineers

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: gﬂé &

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of pow}té allotted for each The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:
¢ Qutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

e & © @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Criteria: Select one (1) project listed within the original submittal for this project, and discuss
methods and examples oh prototypical plans & Site accommodations, Representatives are to
provide samples or examples of documentation, of tools, techniques processes and procedures
to prowde The County with tangible gvidence of their ab1 ltt 2 pts) »
ot sl

e \(M"’,/ M/:Mv /ﬁ@é Cc:r ; Jf &

Score s/ 5 (0-30)

Criteria; Present methods and examples of cost contr {25 pis)
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Criteria: Present methods on meetsng or exgeeding the design scheduie (1 5 p’ts)

//t/j ﬂ/r/(-'!‘fz/ Jé“‘ ff!u'“),w ‘{}? \f::f.flf vf@a%"’ rz{‘j /Mrf«’i’ x«’ - /J o ] "}jj

&47 Byes O ﬂ/{' % z‘“M/%{ﬁ-%‘%/ jéﬂe%ffﬂ‘eﬁ{ﬂ' m*?”w ﬂ(ﬂ f’m‘ £ 374‘23 s {JV'
D//ﬂﬁzw% % )E’ N /ﬁ waoW s gn £t r"z‘if{f /ﬁ P lynr 4 potrgg

- \/ (/f "Score /¥ 15)

&
Criteria: Give your detailed opinion of the bubble diagram provided by the County and your firm’s
ability tg adapt the design fo other sites, (15 pts)

' A
é’éw fal Freesy /E* ot el ﬂf/f’; W Py .J/Jf/f; i /""r‘ £ f ?” Mot el u’.c o, 'Z/:s"’"%f
£ e ﬂ
— O ST et et 7 Myt 7 M-;{" & ,r?f’,f ﬁég’i‘ walerl ,J;?/{ Pl i 9’77 /’Wr ’

v A i Score /A (0-15)

Criteria: Elaborate on your firm's stance on the County’s desire to re-use the same design for
multiple stations. (15 pts)
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Score AJ_ (0-15)

Ranking Total Score (0-100) 2 ?



: Presentation Evaluation
SUBJECT: PS-4053-08/RTB — A & E Services for Seminole County Fire

Stations
SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: C.T. Hsu ,
£ Ko &
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER; ‘ -xa/;ffn/fi I 4

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up fo the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:
¢ Qutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

.« & & =

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Criteria: Select one (1) project listed within the original submittal for this project, and discuss
methods and examples on prototypical plans & Site accommodations; Representatives are to
provide samples or examples of documentation, of tools, techmques processes and procedures
to provide The County with tangible evidence of thear ab itie /2,

Doy Vuter. Lrdinny O g sy

.f_ﬁ;zé: - 4 Hdrises #@f M?f
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Score QZ ’2 (0-30)

Criteria: Present methods and examples of cost controt E@Bts)
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lhs,. re, Mo Itagl V. e . U
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j /24’1" Jf é}‘j ﬂ/{féfﬂ{/ “4@‘}%4&3@ - Score ..QQ:: (0-25)
Criteria: Present me;t'@js on meeting or'exceeding the design schedule. (15 pis)

fmg_,,/,,?f o Aol o Booep - WM?MW e /,4‘:{&%4{ o
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Score g;z‘ (0-15)

Criteria: Give your detailed apinion of the bubble diagram provided by the County and your firm's
ability to adapt the design to other sites. (15 pts)

e U e FCRT Go 1T crives
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Criteria: Elaborate on your firm’s stance on the County’s desire to re-use the same design for
multiple stations, (15 pts)
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Presentation Evaluation

SUBJECT: PS-4053-08/RTB - A & E Services for Semmole County Fire

Stations

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME:
QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER:

!/”f:r/ f?

Architects Des: n G;oup

fa__aw m%/ﬁ:/

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of p l{ ts aliotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following

general guidelines:

e Qutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings

¢ & & D

Excelient, Very Good, Sclid in all respects.
Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Criteria: Select one (1) project listed within the original submittal for this project, and discuss
methods and examples on profotypical plans & Site accommodations; Representatives are o
provide samples or examples of documentation, of tools, techniques, processes and procedures
fo provide The County with tangible evidence of their abilities. (30 pts)
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Presentation Evaluation
SUBJECT: PS-4053-08/RTB ~ A & E Services for Seminole County Fire
Stations

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: C.T. Hsu

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: _Z0 _ L4F 7oV

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 poinis based on the following
general guidelines:
« Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

s & ¢

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Criteria: Select one (1) project listed within the original submittal for this project, and discuss
methods and examples on prototypical plans & Site accommodations; Representatives are to
provide samples or examples of documentation, of tools, techniques, processes and procedures
to provide The County with tangible evidence of their abilities. (30 pts)
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Criteria: Present methods and examples of cost control (25 pts)
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/el D glEhTERG  FEl AT

/’»’M}éﬂ@{ S PhrgHs  DILSEE N TEOH

Score _/J~ (0-15)

Criteria: Give your detailed opinion of the bubble diagram provided by the County and your firm’s
ability to adapt the design to other sites. (15 pis)
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Criteria: Flaborate on your firm’s stance on the County's desire to re-use the same design for
multiple stations. (15 pts)
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Presentation Evaluation
SUBJECT: PS-4053-08/RTB — A & E Services for Seminole County Fire
Stations

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Bentley Architects & Engineers

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: _EQ B4y 7o/

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up o the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:
s OQutstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

* » o ®

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies o support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Criteria: Select one (1) project listed within the original submittal for this project, and discuss
methods and examples on prototypical plans & Site accommodations; Representatives are to
provide samples or examples of documentation, of tools, techniques, processes and procedures
to provide The County with tangible evidence of their abilities. (30 pts)
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IN joussE cZVEC s E PDocur@niy | gl E L
FS_[RoClRMMEN Lo rofE ER LT JIE ef” PN
B HOUSE ST R

Score /< (0-15)
Criteria: Give your detailed opinion of the bubble diagram provided by the County and your firm’s
ability to adapt the design to other sites. (15 pts)
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Score /& (0-15)

Criteria: Elaborate on your firm's stance on the County's desire to re-use the same design for
multiple stations. (15 pts)
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Presentation Evaluation
SUBJECT: PS-4053-08/RTB ~ A & E Services for Seminole County Fire
Stations

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Architects Design Group

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: __ 20 B4y 7e

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:
¢ Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs maijor help to be acceptable

¢ & & o

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Criteria: Select one (1) project listed within the original submittal for this project, and discuss
methods and examples on prototypical plans & Site accommodations; Representatives are to
provide samples or examples of documentation, of tools, technigues, processes and procedures
to provide The County with tangible evidence of their abilities. (30 pts)
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Criteria: Give your detailed opinion of the bubble diagram provided by the County and your firm's
ability {o adapt the design to other sites. (15 pts)
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Criteria: Elaborate on your firm’s stance on the County’s desire {0 re-use the same design for
multiple stations. {156 pis) '
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Presentation Evaiuation

SUBJECT: PS-4053-08/RTB — A & E Services for Seminole County Fire
Stations

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: C.T. Hsu

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: _Terry Winn

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the foliowing
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, innovative, Cost/Time Savings

Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

Marginal, Weak, Workabie but needs clarifications
\<l£1/acceptabie, Needs major help fo be acceptable

e & 8

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Criteria; Select one (1) project listed within the original submittal for this project, and discuss
methods and examples on prototypical plans & Site accommodations; Representatives are to
provide samples or examples of documentation, of tools, techniques, processes and procedures
to provide The County with tangible evidenc? of their abilities. (30 pts)

eohed

Score 2257 4 &-30) |

Criteria: Present methoﬂs and examples of cost control (25 pts)

U iwbea 2 cosf EQ_QM

Cleamon * =
Score £/ (0-25)
Criteria: Present methods on meeting or exceeding the design schedule. (15 pts)
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Presentation Evaluation
SUBJECT: PS-4053-08/RTB — A & E Services for Seminole County Fire
Stations

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Bentley Architects & Engineers

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER: ﬁrr;f wiﬁ/\

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:

Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings

Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.

Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is

Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications

Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

e » 5 & @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies to support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Criterta: Select one (1) project listed within the original submittal for this project, and discuss
methods and examples on prototypical plans & Site accommeodations; Representatives are to
provide samples or examples of documentation, of tools, technigues, processes and procedures
to pro vide The County with tangible evidence of their abilities. (30 pis)
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Criteria: Give your detailed opinion of the bubble diagram provided by the County and your firm's
ability fo adapt the design to other sites. (15 pts)
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Criteria: Elaborate on your firm's stance on the County's desire to re-use the same design for
multiple stations. (15 pts)
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Presentation Evaluation
SUBJECT: PS-4053-08/RTB — A & E Services for Seminole County Fire
Stations

SUBMITTAL COMPANY NAME: Architects Design Group

QUALIFICATION COMMITTEE MEMBER:/T(’?:%ZM L D\ M,,)

INSTRUCTIONS: Score each criterion up to the number of points allotted for each. The
total number of points for all criterion will equal 100 points based on the following
general guidelines:
e Outstanding, out-of-the-box, Innovative, Cost/Time Savings
Excellent, Very Good, Solid in all respects.
Good, No major weaknesses, Fully Acceptable as is
Marginal, Weak, Workable but needs clarifications
Unacceptable, Needs major help to be acceptable

¢ & @+ @

Please describe any strengths, weaknesses and deficiencies fo support your
assessment for each of the above stated evaluation criteria.

Criteria: Select one (1) project listed within the original submittal for this project, and discuss
methods and examples on prototypical plans & Site accommodations; Representatives are to
provide samples or examples of documentation, of tools, techniques, processes and procedures
to provide The County with tangible evidence of their abilities. (30 pts)

—r

| P
[ DScwoln —  [0Of &bl e vfr:m e%adafbn/(" /
Score _?Aé (0-30)

Criteria: Present methods and examples of cost control (25 pts)

Wl
v

Score 2" _(0-25)

Criteria: Present methods on meeting or exceeding the design schedule. (15 pis)
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Crlteria Give your detailed opinion of the bubble diagram provided by the County and your firm's
ility to adapt the desig to other sites. (15 pts)
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Criteria: Elaborate on your firm's stance on the County’s desire to re-use the same design for
multiple stations. (15 pts)
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) EXHIBIT A
Scope of Services

Architectural and Engineering Serivces for Seminole County Fire Stations

Seminole County is seeking a consultant to provide Architectural and Engineering services for
the design of Seminole County fire stations. The County has identified one (1) fire station
located at Aloma Ave. and Loma Vista. Additional fire stations may be added at various other
sites throughout the County.

The design for each site shall be based on the design criteria for Seminole County Fire Stations
and the prototype floor plan for a three-bay 10,000 square foot station. The building and site
plan will be adapted fo the differing conditions on each site with the fioor plan remaining
approximately the same. The projects will be issued as indificual work orders 1o the selected
consultant. Al plans and specifications will be the property of Seminole County. The estimate
construction cost is $2,500,000.00 per fire station. Architectural and Engineering services will
include, but not be limited to architectural, structural, mechanical, electrical, systems, civil, fire

YO Q CHOR-COST-ENGINGETING, - interior-design, - irrigation.and.Jandscape.design.

These services will also include Construction Procurement Services (including the production of
Bid/Contract Documents, Drawings and Specifications, attendance at pre-bid meetings, etc.),
Contract Administration Services (including reviewing change orders, pay applications,
schedules, substitution requests, site visits, shop drawing and submittal review, RFl response,
etc.) and Schedule Development and monitoring for design.i Plan reviews awill be held at
schematic development, design development, and construction development plans and
specifications. The plan reviews will be at approcimately 30%, 60%, 90%, and 100% stages of
design.

PS-4053-08/RTB Architectural & Engineering Services for Seminole County Fire Stations Page 2 of 9
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